
THE COURTS.
TIC GREAT TWEED TRIAL.SEVENTH DAY.

Further Objections on the Part of the Defence
Overruled by the Court.Wide-Awake Connsel

and a Somnolent Jury.Testimony of
B. 8. Storrn.All About the Vouchers,
bnt Little Enlightenment.Continuation

of the Case To-Day.

"MR RIIVU RICCIHK.RKMTNISKKNrRS REVIVED

A Legal Squabble Over Bent for an Armory.AnAlternative Writ of MandamnsAgainst the Comptroller. The
Case To Be Disposed of To-Day.

THE JUMEL ESTATE CASE.

Testimony for the Defence.Impeaching the
Evidence of the Plaintiff Bowen and
the Witness Hall.A Lively Bout
Between Counsel.The Court
Called Upon to Interfere.

GRAND JURIES FOR FEBRUARY.

Impanelling Grand Juries for the Oyer
and Terminey and GeneralSessions.Nameson the Panels.

BUSINESS IN THE OTHER COURTS.

Summaries.A Bankruptcy Decision.Suit Against^
Secretary BoutweH.A Collision Case in Admiralty.Questionof Salaries.Suit Unon

a Letter of Administration.Action for
Services Rendered.Trials and Convictionsin the General Sessions,

'the Tweed trial wasrcsumed yesterday (seventh
day) in the Court or Oyer and Terminer, before
Judge Davis. Mr. Storrs, Deputy Comptroller, was
on the stand daring the whole or the session, and
his examination was not concluded at th^adjournment.ills testimony principally related to identificationof vouchers for work done on the County
Court House and the signatures thereto. Counsel
lor the defence raised numerous objections to tho
admissibility of portions of the testimony, which
were, however, all overruled by the Court. Mr.
Htorrs' examination will be resumed this morning.

In the United States Circuit Court yesterday one

Bartholomew Clifford Qaivln filed In person a

declaration against Mr. Bontwell, Secretary of the
Treasury, to recover damages to the extent of
$2,000,000. Not long since the Initiation of this
suit was noticed in the columns of the Herald.
Qaivln claims that on July 9, 1809, Mr. Boutwellnegotiated with blm for a plan to

equalize the value of gold coin and paper
money, aud that Mr. Boutweil adopted this
plan, by which the Secretary of the Treasury
was to be sole dictator of the value of gold; that
he could sell it In such quantities as he pleased
and at such prices as he desired to afllx to It, and
that people are to be compelled to buy it at those
prices, which are to be on a decreasing scale until
greenbacks are at par. Importers arc to be allowed
to buy as much gold as will pay their customs duties.The plaintiff sets iorth two millions of dollarsas the lowest amount he ought to charge Mr.
Bontwell for putting him in the way of carrying
out this financial scheme. It Is supposed that the
salt will not be proceeded with. The plaintiff refusesto employ a lawyer.
Yesterday the matter of Nathaniel Dole, a bankrupt,came before Judge Woodruff, in the United

States Circuit Court, on petition for review. The
assignee sought to examine the bankrupt to discoverproperty alleged to have been concealed by
the latter. Judge Woodruff denied the motion
asking for a stay of proceedings, holding that the
bankrupt must be examined. The bankrupt was

discharged in 1868. On behalf of the bankrupt it
was contended that the limitation In section 2 of the
act prevented an examination being had. Judge
Blatchford decided otherwise and Judge Woodruff
harks up the decision of Judge Ulatchlord.
Charles cordon, a French bov. was hrouorht he.

fore Commissioner Shields yesterday and charged
with having smuggled into this port, by the Germansteamer Thorwaldsen, two dozen gold watches
and four dozen gold rings. The accused had the
articles concealed upon his person; but it appeared
that he received them on board Irom some unknownperson, who desired him to take the goods
ashore. By consent of the District Attorney the
hoy was discharged, but the valuables were turned
over to the government.
Christopher Yetta and Frederick Glang, distillers,

doing business at Thirty-ninth street and First
avenue, were brought before Commissioner Shields
yesterday and charged with violating their license
from the government by making whiskey and rum
from molasses Instead of only apple whiskey, to the
manufacture or which they were, it is claimed, confinedby the terms of their license. They were held
in ball for examination.
The hearing of the case of George Washington

Bowen vs. Nelson Chase was resumed yesterday in
the United States Circuit Court, before Judge Shipmanand the special Jury. Evidence was given on
the part of the defendant, for the purpose of showingcontradictions in the testimony of Daniel null,
one of the witnesses for the plaintiff. The case was

adjourned till to-day.
In the United States Circuit Court yesterday

Judge Woodruff denied the motion for review of A.
H. Rainey, assignee of Alfred Wild, who had been
discharged as a Dankrupt by the District Court.
A matter came yesterday before Judge Barrett,

at Supreme Court, Chambers, which gives a little
insight into how' things were managed under the
ring rtgime relative to renting premises to be used
as armories. In this case the Comptroller has refusedto pay $17,500 rent, on the ground that it is
largely in excess of what the premises were worth.
Application was made for a peremptory mandamus
Against, the Comptroller, directing him to pay the
amount claimed. It was Anally agreed to accept
an alternative writ, returnable this morning, when
all the iactfl In the case will doubtless be thoroughlyventilated.
Grand Juries lor the Fcbrnary term of the Courts

of Oyer and Terminer and General Sessions were
drawn yesterday In the presence of Jndge Barrett,
at Supreme Conrt, Chambers. A list of the jurors
drawn Is printed in onr legal columns, and they
will be found to embrace some of our prominent
citizens. If these men can only be made to serve,
aad not be let off on the shallow pretence of businessengagements, the work of criminal reform In
this city will be materially abetted.

THE GREAT TWEED TRIAL SEVENTHDAY.

Psoeeedlngs Yesterday.Farther Objectionson the Part of the Defence Overratedby the Court.Kiamtnation of
Hlehard S. Stores.All About the
Burned Vouchers.Spicy Tilts Between
Counsel.What the "Boss" Thinks of
the Situation.
The proceedings in the great Tweed trial yestor,day wars conducted with an eainesiucbs and »*»>

MBW YOB
both m the part of oouqsel for the prosecution
and the defence, which exlibited a determination
to light the trial ont on th< line taten to the endnomatter what time it rniy consume. The examinationof Deputy Comptroller Storrs occupied the
whole of the session, and t was not concluded at
the hour of adjournment. Every fresh question
and answer was fresh groind presented to light
the case inch by inch. Thui counsel got into frequentwrangles, which would have been Interminablewere it not for the prompt rulings of the
Court, which exposed and rendered futile all the
well-spun webs of objections and obstructions of
defendant's counsel. There was a very large

ATTXNDANCB OK 8FECTATOR8,
from the beginning to the close, who seemed to
enjoy with great zest the thrust and guard and
counter thrust of the legal knights. The Jury,
however, were not so interested in the forensic
warfare, and only pricked their ears or rubbed
their eyes when the oracle on the bench opened
bis lips and pronounced his decision on some one
or other of the obscure.to lay ears.points raised.
The testimony of Mr. Storrs, on the other hand,
was as complex and perplexing to the said jury as
the subtle or contusing argument of counsel, and
so between testimony as to vouchers, certificates,
warrants, signatures, pigeon-holes, Boards of
Supervisors and Boards of Audit and the sounds of
UlllllVUO, lUUl *UI vllR VI IIW JUI J UUUMVU VUW HVVU

away, till waked up by the welcome stir Ut the
court room which indicated the hour of recess. On
the reassembling of the Court the same scene was
re-enacted. Counsel had another "set to" and
jurors another dose. Mr. Tweed and young Dick
sat throughout the whole proceedings unmoved.
The Boss, while pulling on his overshoes, was
asked by a casual acquaintance "how he felt."

"OH, 1 PKBL ALL RIOBT, THANK YOU,
and I'll feel better when It comes to my turn to
put witnesses on the stand," was the reply of the
Boss. Prom present appearances the trial promisesto be one of the most protracted held In the
Court or Oyer Terminer since the McFarlandRlchardsoncase. Counsel are not likely to grow
tired or the rich harvest they are reaping, and
unless a juror succumbs to a weariness of Bpirlt,
or 1s prostrated by llHjeJfcltb, and eventually leaves
his chair vacant for good bejflre a result is arrived
at, the dog days may be upon uri before that muchto-bedesired event will come to pas£*~
Proceedings were resumed at the usual hour yesterdaymorning in the 'Tweed case.
W. M. Tweed, Dick Tweed, General Tweed and

the array oi counsel retained for the defence, as
also the two leading spirits of the prosecution, the
champions for the people.Messrs. Tremaln and
Peckham.were all early In attendance.
Justice Davis took his seat on the bench at pre-

cisely eleven o'clock.
It wan announced that owing to the decision of

the Court yesterday on the oDjections raised by the
defence the witness first called, Deputy ComptrollerBtbrrs, would be permitted to give nls testimonyin relation to the vouchers and other
mattero of audit.

COUN8BL AGAIN AT M)GGERnBAI)8.
After the jury had been called and answered, a

short wrangle took place between respective counselas to the reading ol the statute, which reading
was proposed by the prosecution, under which the
indictment was drawn, and the constitutionality of
which Is disputed by the defence.
Mr. Field stated that every count in the indictmentcalled the defendant an officer, and he alleged,therefore, that it was compulsory on the

prosecution to prove him such before any testimonycould be taken.,
The Coujfc decided Adversely to this proposition.
AB Exception was then called for, and granted, to

every answer of the witness bearing on the questionsalready passed upon by tne Court.
TESTIMONY OF Ik 8. STORKS.

Richard 8. Stores sworn.1 am assistant in the
Comptroller's office; I know A. Oakey Ilall; he was
Mayor of this city in 1870; W. M. Tweed was Presidentof the Hoard of Supervisors; K. B. Connolly
was Comptroller; during a search in the safe In
the Comptroller's office I round this paper (showing
a paper in the handwriting of Mayor Hall).

OBJECTION TAKEN.
The introduction in evidence of the paper wns

objected to, as it was claimed it was a resolution
of the Board of Audit, and the resolution being in
Itself a crime alleged, it not being mentioned in
the indictment, was not competent. The paper
bore the signatures or Messrs. Hall, Tweed and
Connolly, the Board of Audit. Under the decision
of Judge Potter, it was claimed that the paper was
not admissible.
The admissibility or inadmissibility of the documentas evidence was argued at some length.
Judge Davis gave an extended decision and admittedthe document.
The paper was then read.

EXAMINATION CONTINUED.
Witness.I found other things in the Comptroller'soffice in September, 1871. relating to these

matters; In the latter part of the Summer or 1871
1 found some vouchers; the Mayor was with me
wheu I found them.
The witness was asked what he found the second

time, and was proceeding to describe their nature,
when the defence objected.
A number of vouchers then were shown the witness,who was asked to state the signatures on

them. He did so. There were W. M. Tweed, R. B.
Connolly and A. Oakey Hall, as President of the
Board or Supervisors, Comptroller and Mayor, respectively.The witness also described the marks
on the warrant made by the bank, certifying that
the amount had been paid, Ac.
The witness was asked a number of questions, by

both counsel for the defence and prosecution, as
to the handwriting appearing on one particular
warrant and voucher shown.
Witness.l first saw the paper shown me in the

latter part ol the Bummer of 1871; at tnat time they
were all attached; they were also attached to each
otner.mat is, tne dim, voucner ana warrant.at
the time of the first trial or Mu^or Hall; 1 was not
charged with the custody of these papers, and was
not responsible lor their sale keeping.

OTIIKR OBJKCTIONh.
Counsel for the defence said they now objected to

the first sheet of the bill shown, as there was nothingon it connecting it with Mr. Tweed, and the
only portion of the second page of the bill admissiblewas that wuerein was contained the signature
of the defendant; they must show that the first
page of the bill was attached to the second at the
time Mr. Tweed signed his name to the latter, The
question was thoroughly discussed.
Judge Davis said the ingenious objections of

counsel seemed to him
ANTAGONISTIC TO ANY PRACTICAL ADMINISTRATION

OK JUSTICE.
The papers were admitted in evidence, and the

objection declared not good.
A number of other objections were made to other

portions of the papers, all of which objections were
overruled and exceptions noted. The papers were
then read to the jury by Mr. Pcckham. The bill
was dated Jnly, i860, and gives items of charges for
work of different kinds performed about the City
Hall. The vouchers produced were signed by the
Mayor, the Comptroller, by the defendant and by
E. A. Woodward. The cut mark is evidence that
the bunk paid the money. The filling In of the certificateof audit was In the handwriting of tiie
County Auditor, Stephen C. Lyons.
To Defendant's Counsel.There is nothing on the

bill in Mr. Tweed's handwriting except his name.
The words "Chairman or Committee" were written
under Tweed's signature by Woodward.
Voucher "No. f was then handed to witness,

and the same set of questions were put and objectionsmade as to Voncher No. 1. This was a bill of
Keyser A Co. for $27,887 36; the certificate of audit,
signed by the three members of the Board of Audit,
and the Comptroller's warrant and County Clerk's
certificate. Objection was made as before against
accumulation of offeuces.
The next (they were all Ke.vser's), for $16,024 62,

$10,870 14, $36,830 80 and $44,388 67.
The last bill was specially objected to on account

or apparent alterations with a pen on the face of
the bill, which the witness could not tell anything
about.
The witness was next banded a bill and certlfl-

vi nuuib, vuu Hill ifClUK uaw;« uuij A, ioiu, auu

the certificate as Issued or made July 8, 1870.
Mr. Meld rained the obiection that it waa inadmissibleto put in evideuce any act of the defendant

alleged to have been executed by him alter he had
ceased to be an officer Or Jure. The defendant wus
here on trial lor acts alleged to have been done by
him in his official capacity aa President of the
Hoard of Supervisors. This certificate bore date
of July 8, when In fact the defendant had

CRASED TO BK AN OFFICER
several days before by virtue of an act of the LegIslature,which legislated the Board of Supervisors
out of office and provided for the creation of
another body empowered to exercise the runctions
formerly exercised by this Board. He held that such
evidence was wholly Inadmissible and understood
the Court to have ruled to that effect on another
objection taken on Wednesday.
The Court explained that In the ruling referred

to it held that when the defendant ceased to be
President of the Hoard of Supervisors he ceased to
be an officer tie jure. but that the prosecution
might show that he was still an officer dr.rat-to, and
an officer <Xe facto, assuming to exercise his functions,is deemed liable for miafeasance, If committedby him while so acting.
At this point the Court read the ruling In questionfrom the transcription of the stenographer's

notes (of the accuracy of which transcription some
doubts were expressed by the Judge) to the effect
that unless the defendant were an officer <te jure
he could not be compelled to discharge the functionsof the office. It would be another question,
however, where an officer no longer under the obligationof his jurat, takes upon himself the dischargeof a duty and in

THK RXRHUISK OF THAT FUNCTION
violates a statute. In the first case the remedy
against him would be for neglect to fulfil a duty,
and°ln the other for an Improper execution of an
assumed duty.
Mr. Field stated that he had not so understood

the Court, but he would, however, claim the right
to show that there was no such tnlng In this case
as an officer defacto even, for the ofllce bad ceased
to exist from the first of July, and he had been dischargedfrom It. He would therefore ask the Court
to allow a discussion of this question.
The Judge suggested that counsel discuss first

whether toe office ceased to extat or whether the
I V

.

:K HERALD. THURSDAY, J.
functions merely devolved upon some one else by cla
the operation of the act of the Legislature^ th<
Mr. Field claimed that the ottice had actually Au

ceased to exiBt, and read from the act to show that air
the Hoard 01 Supervisors "shall be abolished" from an
July 1. 1870, the duties heretofore performed by sel
them being conferred upon an entirely am

KKW SKT OF OFFICIOUS
under a different name.
Judge Davis Inquiringly suggested, "Was not

that a mere succession!" *

"No more a succession," replied Mr. Field, "In
this case than (ieorge Washington was the succes- *

sorof the President of Congress, iloth In their t
times were the chief executives, and that was all. j
There was no succession, for Washington's was an
entirely new office."
Mr. Bartlett.also for the defence.followed Mr. 1

Field in maintaining the same point; alter which ,nuMr. Tremain, for the prosecution, addressed the
n>nrt hrieilv unit urcriinil that Twi>iul wan an nfflnor JC
de facto: that the Legislature did not actually for
abolish the Roard by the spirit of the law on July .

1, 1870, but thai tho functions of the Board were
presumed to exist until all its duties In the audit- 001
Ing of certain accounts were discharged. It was iro
competent for the Legislature to cooler power upon r
the persons named In the act making them Commissionersof a Board of Audit, and the defendant
was not 1

A MERE USI'RPKR.
Re continued to till tno office, and left it to his suecesRorto try his right to oust him by quo warranto. Hi
The evidence, be thought, should be admitted, sub- ha<
Ject to the charge of the Court. . wi,
Mr. Bartlett again rose und addressed the Court

In a rather tame way, and everybody was by this nft
time ruther sleepy, as the day's proceedings had tio
been extremely dull, 'ihe discussion looked involvedand "hair-splitting" to a layman, and a
gentleman In Court expressed the situation ex- no
actly when he quoted Dundreary, sotto voce, by intimatingthat this was "one of those things that
no fella can And out." Right of

THE JURORS I1AU TIIBIK HEADS leg
resting In various positions on their hunds, a ninth isei
was picking hiB ear, a tenth stroked his mustache , M
leisurely down with both hands, and the remaining
two looked excessively somnoleut. Tremuln tuts
turned in his chair and looked at Bartlett with a dei
soft, well fed, leonine expression. Storrs, the witness,looked aB though he was in the stocks, anU 1

would like to walk around the room once or twice the
to stretch himself. Mr. Field wore a red necktie, at
and looked quite dignified as he rested patiently
back in his cnair. Mr. Tweed's necktie was white,
and there was no expression of either fatigue or nei

anxiety visible about nlm. slg
Mr. Fnllerton, with his UBnal brusque, forcible tio

manner, got up when his bower, Mr. Bartlett, sat do'
down, and made the point that Tweed could not (
have been an officer either de jure or defacto on trli
July 8,1H70, as he had already been superseded, i a
He could no more be an officer then than Mayor hw
Hall could assume to be ftjpyor now. aw
Judge Davis said.The case is very different, be- ter

cause we have a Mayor in Mr. Havemeyer. to
A CROWD OP KEEN ONES (,

thought this was intended as a judicial Joke, coi
though it wasn't, and wheezed ont a laugh. Jui
Then Mr. Bartlett got up again and said the same y

thing ovor that nitiiseir ana associates nan oi-eu j
Haying for the last half hoar.only, of course, like j
them, he put It in different words each time, and It nei
Bounded something like a new point or an el&bora- y
tioo of an old oner C
Mr. Plel4 felt that it wan time to he at It again, rig

and told the Court that there could not be a defure the
and a defacto officer at the same time. The defacto i
officer might claim his right; but it was Impossible wil
that two could at the same time be In possession. upi
The Court staled that in its opinion there was In

this city at this time an instance showing that j
there might be two officers with but one office, aei
We have two deputy chamberlains.one legal dei
necessarily, and the other illegal; bflt there were wii
two deputy chamberlains until It was determined on
which one wus legally entitled to the office. dei
Mr. Field regretted his inability to affl

MAKE HIMSELF INTELLIGIBLE till
through the medium of the English language; but ma
the point, he desired to impress on the Court was lec
that there could not be two In actual possession. exi
The Court said there had been a time when two tin

Judges ol the Supreme Court, each claiming to be far
entitled to one scat, sat on the bench together, and
each discharging his duties at the same time. j
Mr. Field.Yes, one vacating orders as fast as the atothergranted them. (Another shuffling laugh coi

from the crowd.) Hu
Judge Davis continued to state his illustration, tin

and said that each or those judges was in posses- m:i
sion or the office, and the Illegal one was equally tlo
protected In his duties with the other. cei
Mr. Field.No sir no sir! Is I
The Judge mildly continued.each was protected Ch

until their rights were determined. MiMr.Field (rapidly).No air no sir! no sir I ex
TITE TIIINII AT TIIIS TIMEtill

degenerated mto a sort of promiscuous "jaw," tin
which the Court quickly perceived and stopped by tin
holding that the derendant was at the time in qnes- to
tion on officerdefacto; that the highest interests ex
or the people required that the office should be con- t
tlnuous, and that one who discharged Its runctlons vci
even without right, but with color ol right, was on
responsible. The evidence was ordered to be re- tlo
cetved, and exception was taken thereto by the (
defence. 'I
Several other "exhibits," consisting of bills of j

"Kcyser A Co." and other parties, were Handed to Ho
witness, together with the certificates of audit of a
various dates, hut all coming within the period tcr- wi
minuted by July 1,1870. lite witness was exam- sti
ined only as to certain signatures, Mr. Peckham u<
conducting the examination. up
Q. Arc there any a'.counts In the Comptroller's to

office In reference to the books of auditr A. The er
record of vouchers and the audit books are all that ini
I know of; Mr. Watson's room adjoined the room of lli
Mr. Connolly, the Comptroller; there was a parti- m<
tion separating the rooms; a private door rrorn the th
comptroller's room led Into Mr. Watson's room; ne
Mr. Watson died in January, 1871. yo

TIIE STOLEN VOUCHERS. (M
Q. Do you know of anything being taken from up

the Comptroller's office about the Uth or 12th of an
September. 1871V wt
One of the defendant's eight counsel here rose let

and objected to the question. He said this ques- 1
tion brought up the consideration of the point wl
whether the Court was now going into the trial of tlx

A CASE OP IMAGINARY Ht'RIibARY. git
There was no pretence that any burglary in fact ha
had been committed. Mr. O'Conor, who drew tho dr
indictment in that case, does not and dare not 1
take the ground that there was a burglary. He thi
merely alludes to it as though the persons who lui
orokc into the Comptroller's office first broke out to
of it. Counsel's theory always hail been that the 1
person who did that Job was legally inside that ha
office. The indictment merely charged that the fct
papers in question were "wholly lost," but did not po
allege how or In what way "lost," nor even pn
whether "lust" in un extraordinary manner, it rei
was incumbent on the prosecution here to show ho
that the defendant had control of those papers, ou
Mr. Tweed's position here was a serious one and roi
involved the question whether the prosecntion wt
could come in here and testily either from memory pu
or by perjury as to whether certain papers of lat
which they had control and which they claimed to ve
be now lost were of a certain character. The In
prosecution proposed to show that the defendant <)'(
signed some sixty or seventy papers. They would ch
come in and have their witnesses swear from their fes
memory that those signatures of Mr. Tweed were Mr
genuine, and the deleuce would have no oppor- I
tunity of showing, In consequence of the to

ABSENCE OK TIIK I'Al'KKS, dll
whether the signatures were forgeries or not. It ch
would be very different if the deiendant had been ha
in control of the papers when lost, but the prose- hii
ration had been their custodians, had lost them vl<
and now proposed, at the risk of memory, or, per- up
haps, of perjury 01 their witnesses, to show what of
those papers which they have lost contained. It wi
was their duty to produce the papers. soi
Counsel then read extracts from the Indictment wa

in reference to the disappearance of the vouchers III
and a lengthy brief on the subject oi parole evi he
dence, together with coplonB citations of authorl- rol
ties from the books. hii
At the close of (he argnment the Court rnled th>

against the defendant's objection and an exception wt
was taken. do
The Court then, at fonr o'clock, adjourned until tri

this morning. »su
thi

REMINISCENCE OF THE RING RE- J*
GIME. na
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L«gal Squabble on Rent for an Armory. sh<
Asking for a Peremptory Mandamus J^'
Against the Comptroller and Aeeepting tin
an Alternation Writ Instead.Diaposi- w

tlon of the Case To-Day. {
Mr. Alexander T. Compton, a brother-in-law or coi

Henry J. Ingersoll, whose name has figured so I»*
prominently in connection witn tne alleged "lung c(ll
frauds." leaned to the city, through the Board re]
of Supervisors, portions of the buildings Nos. 108 £hi
and 110 West Twenty-fourth street to be used as an j",,',
armory. The rent agreed upon was $17,sou a year, trl
and the same was to be paid by the C'omptrollerquarterly. On the first quarter day of ot|
last year the Comptroller was duly called upon for w)
the quarter's rent, but he refused to pay. The
same rcsnlt followed every successive application ttl(
during the year. At length the Comptroller as- de
signed the claim to Joseph N. Walton. The latter J
gentleman grew weary of Importuning the Comp- [Jf,
troller, and thought he would see what virtue Jot
there was In stones, or, In other words, determined
to bring the matter into the Courts. His Initiative #3
legal proceedings were of a very decisive character. i..He applied yesterday, or rather his conn- \sel, Mr. Fuller ton, did for hltn, to Judge 0rBarrett, at supreme Court, Chambers, lor co.
a peremptory mandamus against the Comptroller, .Jdirecting him to pay the amount or the claim. th.The case was argued at considerable length, Mr. i
Strahan appearing as counsel lor the Comptroller, .m

He submitted two affidavits, one showing that
there was no record In the Comptroller's office of ,

any aaslgmnent of the claim, and the other of a (
gentleman, claimed to be a competent judge In the
matter, that $7,ooo would he liberal rent, for the
premises. He urged further that the claim had W
not. yet been audited, as required by
statute. The report was that it was
too late now to complain ol excessive
rent, the premises having been occupied
under the conditions of the lease during the term
for which pay of rent Is claimed. As to the assignment,It was claimed that If the writ wm Incoinpe- 1*
tent tbia could be remedied in the writ, As to the U>

A.NUAKY IS, 1873.TRIP]
im not having been awarded. It was urged that
ire was no necessity for this, as the Board or
dit coold not change the amount, It having
cadjr been Oxed by contract. Alter some further
rument It whs anally agreed upon between counthatan alternative writ issue returnable to-day,
J an order to this effect was given.

THE JTJHE1 ESTATE CASE.
ie Salt of Bowen vi. Chase.Testimony
br the Defendant.Contradiction of the
evidence of G. W. Bowen and Daniel
lull.A lalvelv Time In C«nr»

'he farther hearing of the cose of George Wash;tonBowen vs. Nelson Chase was resumed
iterday, in the United Mutes Circuit Court, beeJudge Mhipmau and the special Jury.
Ir. Hoar and Mr. Chaoncey MhaiTer appeared as
rnsel for the plaintiff, Mr. Chatflcld being absent
m Illness, and Mr. Charles O'Conor and Mr. J.
Carter for the defendant.

dkposrnon rirr ih.
Ir. O'Conor produced the deposition of Daniel
11, taken before Mr. Daniels on the the 12th, 13th,
h and leth days of January, 1871. The deposition
1 been read over to Hull, and he subscribed it
ih bis mark on the last day of the examination
aied above. Counsel also produced the deposlnof the same witness, taken April 21, 18G0,
1 signed by him. $ull had stated that he hud
t signed that deposition.

TfSTIMONY OP MR. t. C. ASft !,KY.
Ir. Laclus C. Ashley, a lawyer, at present residinthis city, but who had lived in Providence in
3, deposed that he had taken depositions in reonte the will of Madame Jumel under a comision.lie identified a bundle of papers as the
msitlons he had so taken on that occasion, In
inectlon with a Mr. Toby; he remembered
taking of tho deposition of Daniel Hull

Boll's own house In Mouth Providence; nas no
lbt Hull signed the deposition, because he (witbs)had pnt his Jurat to the paper that he had
ned It; Mr. Toby was present when the deposinwas taken: great cure was taken to write
wn just what the witness said.
'rofih-cxamlned.1 was examined on the last
al. and have not looked at my deposition gjnoc;
onot recollect nartlcularlv that Mr. Hull was
orn; I can only say that all the witnesses were
orn or affirmed; 1 wrote down all that was maiatih the examination.all that was responsive
the questions.
{. Did auy of the witnesses examined nnder that
limissiou state that they had seen Madame
nel in Providenoe with a little boyV
Ir. O'Conor objected to the question.
'he Judge.What is the object of the question ?
fr. Shaffer.To test the recollection of the witis.
Ir. Shaffer.Wo except.
founsel for plaintiff then moved that they have a
ht to cross-examine the witness in reference to
other depositions contained in the commission,

lie Judge.When the deposition of any of those
messes comes up before the Court 1 will rule
on it as a distinct matter.

TESTIMONY OP JOHN P. TOBY.
Ir. John P. Toby, a lawyer, residing at Proviice,R. I., deposed to taking the depositions unrthe commissions referred to by the previous
Lness, Mr. Ashley: Daniel Hull was examined
that occasion at his own honse in Houth Province; Hull signed his deposition, and ho was either
irmed or sworn: has no recollection that at
it time Hull was ill; has no recollection that he
,de any complaint to that effect; has no recoitlonthat there were any lawyers present at the
ainiuatlon but Mr. Ashley arid himself; possibly
ire might have been some members of Mr. Hull's
dnf jwitTnT*

TKHTIMONY OP FRANCIS A. DANIELS.
4r. Francis A. Daniels sworn.I am an attorneylaw,residing at Providence, R. 1.; 1 acted as a
nmissioner in taking the deposition of Daniel
11, about flltecn months ago, in Providence, in
i office of Mr. Green, my associate; Hull either
ide his mark or signed the deposition (deposlnproduced); that is the mark he made; the
rtillcutc to the deposition is mine; the deposition
in mv handwriting; I think Mr. Tucker and Mr.
atffeid appeared as counsel lor the plaintiff, and
. O'Conor ami Mr. Carter for the defendant; the
animation was conducted by Mr. Chat Held for
3 plaintiff and by Mr. O'Conor lor the defendant;
j evidence was taken down with great care; on
3 lust day of the examination Mr. Hull appeared
be weak and fatigued; but in the course of the
animation he was rather proud of his vigor.
f. iiki you more uiau a year ago nave some conruutiunwith (ieorgc Washington Howen about
e Joseph PerryV A. Yes, some little conversan.
Counsel for plaintiff objected,
he Judge.What la the object of the question?
dr. O'Conor said that on the last trial Mr.
wen, the plaintiff, Identified Perry under oath as
person with whom he was acquainted, 'l'hov
she I to show by this witness that Howen had
tied to him that ne did not know who that withhwas; that he was a person wlu> was hunted
by another. They desired, If the Court pleased,
show this as a specimen lirlck of the penallycorrupt character of the evidence

Lrodnced into this case, to which ills
nor had paid so much attention. They
»ant to show, by the evidence now offered,
at Howen proved an association witli the wussPerry and identified him as the friend of his
nth.a statement which was entirely false. His
ir. (/'Conor's) object wus to show that the getting
ol such witnesses was to give a color of truth
d Justice to the case, which was as unlawful as It
is corrupt and dishonest, and calculated to misidthe Court and jury by dishonest testimony,
rills objection called up Mr. Chauncey Shaffer,
10 said there could be no doubt wbutever that
b evidence of Perry was as ialse us was ever
ren in any court of justice. Plaintiff's counsel
d stated so on the previous trial, and they-had
opped Mr. Perry.
dr. Carter, of counsel for defendant.No such
ng. You produced him and you did not drop
n. We had to produce evidence at great length
contradict his testimony.
dr. Shaffer reiterated the statement that they
d dropped Perry and that he believed the dcldanthad lolstcd Perry upon them lor the purseof damaging the plaintiff's ruse;, counsel
Dceedcd to make use of very st rong language In
'erence to Mr. Chase, the defendant, alleging that
wonld not stop at any corrupt means to carry
t Ills purpose and that he was suriitided by persons who, he tliongbt,
...1,1 rw.O »w»uit.it,. at u,<..nnirillnhlnir tlx.if

rpose by violence. Krein tliiw point counsel
inched out into an attack upon Mr. O'Conor, ndrtingto a former statement of bin (Mr. Shaffer's)
relation to an iMml interference o( Mr.

3onor in regard to the lonnatiou of the jury, ami
urging upon Mr. O'Conor unfaithfulness to proisionaitrust, lie (counsel) did not know whether
O'Conor had a right. to use that name,

tlr. O'Conor at once rose to his feet, and replying
the remarks juat uttered, said that when the in,ulualwho had spoken had previously made that
urge against him respecting the jury the counsel
d scowled at him like a demon. They hud heard
n blurt out a dav or two ago an amount of
dent vituperation and making a personal attack
on him (Mr. O'Conor) respecting the formation

the Jury. If he had unyrhlng to do
th a corrupt disposition of the jury it would have
mc relevancy to this case: but the statement
is utterly and abominably raise and unfounded,
s ilonor'had heard the learued counsel say that
(Mr. O'Conor), with the aid of Mr. Chase, had
bhed a woman of f60,000. He submitted whether
ch language was proper in the Court, and wheerhe was not at liberty to say that those charges
re utterly false and groundless.most ahunnrdfalsehoods and utterly scandalous. He
isted His Honor would rebuke the expression of
uh language. If any one made such a charge as
irt against him nothing would please him
tier than a trial before the Court and
v at once. As to his right to the
me he bore, he wanted to know if it was meant
charge him, too, with illegitimacy? He had not
indcred around the world. I(< stood within a
ort distance or the place where he was itorn ; of
" place where lie was known for good 01 uvil; he
d spent his youth here; he had grown up with
e city ofNew Vork, and he had now arrived at an
e not to lie exposed to attacks of this doscrip>fi.He thought that tills kind or thing ought to
stopped. Counsel ought to proceed in some

ndltlon that they could try the case without the
rsonal assaults upon character. Hla (Mr.
Lienor's) reputation was no better than hla
aracter, and if his character was not iree from
proach, in Cod's name let counsel bring his
U|N; but those Irrelevant speeches all on one
le were grossly and Infamously false, and ought
t to he permitted unless they were to have a
al.
ilr. Shaffer was going on to sav that they had
en placed nnder a load of obloquy, and made
ier statements in a loud ami rapid manner,

ludge shipman 'aid be must stop this discussion,
11 cii was palnlul to him. The question now before
s Court was whether he would admit the evlncfeoiTered bv Mr. O'Conor. He would admit It.
The witness went on to state that In the latter
rt of December, 1871, George W. Kowcn came
;o bis omce, and their conversation turned upon
ieph Perry. Bowen made a statement.and
tness thinks he volunteered It.that he did not
ow Perry; that he was somebody Judge Tucker
ind, but that, may be, when he eamc to see bin*
might know him.
'ho itev. Ilr. .Stone, of Providence, and Secretary
the Historical Society of that city, prodnced

ales of the Providence Journal for the years 1707
d 1800, and showed therein announcements of
> deaths of Gideon Hull and Mrs. Hull.
'he further hearing of the case was adjourned
to-day.

3RAND JURIES FOR FEBRUARY.

ho Are to Constitute the Next Grand
Varies In the Conrts of (Iyer sad Trrnlnerand General Sessions.Names on

."he Panel.
rbere probably was never a time In our munlciIhistory when such grave Importance attached
the character of the men comprising the Grand

L<E SHEET.
Juries or oar crlmta&i Courts m at present. The 1
Grand Jnrord for the next terms ot the Court of
Oyer and Terminer and General Sessions were juldrawn yesterday by Douglas Taylor, Commissioner
of Jurors, In the presence or Judge Barrett, or the
Supreme Court. Mr. Ttmbleton, Deputy County n,Clerk, turned the wheel from which the respectivepanels were drawn. It will be seeu from the listof names as published below that some or ourchief citizens are included In the number. The (lollowing Is a list of the names drawn:.

OYER AND TKIIMINKR (JRAND .IURY. BUI
John Campbell, Edward A. Baldwin, Cornellns setW. Timpson, Asher P. Meyer, Sylvester W. Com- naBtnck Mwer Mvorn Kprnoril << »

Livingston, John F. Zebley, Justus L. Bulkley, nu
Leopold Hoar, William Appieton, Jr.; Albert Degroot,Alexander iireudon, James (I. John, Gilbert
L. Kilty, William F. Andrews, Samuel s. Sands, *

William J. Merrall, David W. Ilruee, Charles Hal- ««>
lock Mount, Robert Squires, William 11. I'hillipH, na
James II. Plnckucy, Isaac F. Duckworth, Jeremiah
Quinlan, Jacob Goldsmith, Lazarus Koseufeld, ,
David Ackcrson, John J. Sinclair, William H.
Knocffel, Alexander R. Chlsholm, William K. Mend,
Alexander Turnbull, John L. Deer, Edward D. U1Bassford, lntdseye Blakcman, George Law, Jr.; '

Jerome B. Benson, Henry S. Leovltt, Blalze l,orlllardHarsell, John H. Van Utten, John Undicott, ...

William P. Blodgett, Jacob Capron, Charles H. Kesner,Robert, M. Tunkhauser, Hugh Anchiucloss,
Samuel L. Herrman, Charles A. Lambard. enORNEKAI, SESSIONS OIUND Jt'RV.
John D. Wing, Clpharly Thompson, William Turn- m.bull. Richard Heckseher, Jr.; John C. McCarthy, il.

Henry Hughes, William Astor, Matthew Clinton,
Peter Gilsey, William H. Gray, Samuel Thomson, , J,Robert Morrison, George G. Williams, David Quackenbnsh,William M. Fliess. Henry s. Tarbell, Merc- ?>,,dlth Uowland, Pierre V. Duilor, Edward Anthony, I!,James H. Nord, .Christopher Mollcr, Ben I. A. Klssain,Charles Mollis, William Sbute, Henry W.
Gray, Theodore Ross, Jerome B. Fellows, George
W. Browne, Isaac H. Reed, Joseph N. Glmbrede,
Albert S. Ilatfleld, Henry R, Morgan, Benjamin J. {,:.Wenbcrg, John McKesson. Edward Phelan, Henry tMarks, Louis C. Koppel, George B. Roys, James w.
Westertlcld, Charles II. Delevan, John Uabcoek, w.Henry H. Crocker, Horatio D Von Byckel. George "

A. Osgood, Harris lfogart, Calvin H» Knox, Horace
H. Brock way, Edward Livingston, Jacob Freuud, J
Thomas H. Haskell.

BUSINESS IN THE OTHER COURTS.

UNITED STATES CIRCUIT COURT.
Important Decision on tho Question of sv

Habeas ( orputi
By Judge Iilatehford. Dl

On the 13th of December last Rudolph Scllgman
and August Seliginan, bankrupts, were arrested sv

by tbe United States Marshal under a warrant
issued by Commissioner HeUs, under the fortyfourthsection of tlie bankrupt act, upon the affidavitof Emil Magnus, their assignee in bankruptcy,charging them, among other things, with ye
having secreted and concealed from their assignee un

merchandise, or the procoeds thereof iu cash, mt

amounting to upwards of one hundred and fifty
thousand dollars, which they had bought on credit un
within three months belore their failure lu May, tci
1809. On being brought before iho Com- ne
missioner the defendants, through their conn- I
sel, moved to dismiss the complaints th<
unil discharge the warrant, on the ground tn
that neither affidavit charged nor tlio war- pe
rant recited any specific offence under said sec- he
tion, the defendants claiming to lie protected by At
the statute of limttutiou. This motion was dented pe
and the defendants then gave bail and were dis- in
charged frdtn custody. Subsequently an order co
was issued requiring the District Attorney and the da
complainant interested to show cause whv the wc
writ or habeas corpus should not issue iu defend- te:
ants' behalf. wl
After argument, the question was yesterday th

decided, the Judge rclusing to iHsue tlie writ, on ne
the grounds that the defendants were not re- th
strained of their liberty at the time the motion ^1
was iiearO^
Institution of a Knit Against Secretary
Boatwcll.A Curlons DiKumcut.Dsnu
ages bald at $2,(100,000.
Bartholomew Clifford Galvin appeared In the

Clerk's oftlue of tuo United States Circuit Court
yesterday morning ami fluid u declaration, drawn
up fly himself, saying he intended to act us his own
attorney in a suit whicli he wished to Aegin .against
Secretary Houtwell, to recover f2.ooo.ooo, which
amount he alleges the Secretary owes hint ro
for having Instructed him how to make the all
paper currency of the United States equal pti
iu value to gold, 'the declaration, which on
is a strange document, recites that plaint iff th
presented to the Secretary plans Ay winch tl<
the latter could, without the necessity of any legls- ni
latiou whatever, make sales of gold in such a way tv
as to control the gold lnurket and rcgulatu the
price, gold to be sold fly the Secretary on a de- p<
srendlng scale or prices until It reached par. The la
declaration concludes fly reciting that the Secre- 11
tary has ucted to a grout extent In accordance with tl
the plans of plaintiff, and that as the Secretary, ac- tl
cording to plaluttirs allegations, had promised to di
make adequate compensation If he used the plans, in
he should he compelled to do so fly law and pa.v ni

plaintirr $2,000,000, which, according to plaintiff, is 01
about an adequate compensation for the plans divulged.p»

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT-IN ADMIRALTY.
"

fly
Collision Case.Decision.

Yesterday juuge waicmoro renucreu a decision

in the case of Thomas Kelly vs. the ferryboat Man- re
hassett, her tackle, Ac., and the steamtug Illrain y
Perry, her tackle, Ac. This suit was brought by ip
the owners of a coal barge against the ferryboat m
and the tug. The tug not having been arrested, u>

on the trial counsel for the ferryboat moved to dis- "

miss the proceeding until the tug vti brought in. .

The Judge denied the motion, and directed the ,
prayer for process agalnat the tug to be struck out. {'J
The caualbout claimed that the ferryboat had V
turned out of her slip alter the tug, which she was
iu tow of, was headed up the Kast Kiver. and the
ferryboat following ran into her. The "

ferryboat claimed that after she hail got J:
out of her slip and headed up the river, the tug
and this canalhoat. which had been going In oppoxttedirections, suddenly sheered and came
across the ferryboat's bows. The JudM Held that
Hie testimony was diametrically opposite, but that
the story told hy the ferryboat was an impossibtllty,and that, by her own showing, she might P
have avoided tlio collision by stopping earlier. One tl
of the witnesses (or the canalnoat stated that he
thought the ferryboat did it wilfully, and on that
ground the ferryboat's counsel moved to dismiss
the libel. The Court held that there was no allegationon their side in the pleadings that the damage p
was wilful, nor did the statement of the witness 7c
amount to what was called in law u "wilful 82
wrong." Therefore the Court directed that there
should be a decree for the llbellant. Beebe, Dean ft
A cook for the llbellant; 11. 0. Sillimau for the if
claimants. 12

SUPREME COURT-CIRCUIT. Jt

Officers of the Court of Common Plena jj
Looking After Their Salaries. U

Before Judge Fancher. 1,1

Baits were brought in this Court yesterday
Against the city by John Brener, James Coogan and
Michael Dolan, for payment of salaries alleged to
he due them as officers, in 1871, of the Court of ti
Common Picas. After hearing testimony the Court gi
ordered verdicts for the fnll amount claimed, sub- (,
jeet, however, to the decision of the General Term.
The verdicts were $1,000 for Brener aud $780 00
each for Coogan and Dolan. U

SUPERIOR COURT-TRIAL TERM.PART I.

Important Points Connected with Salt*
Under Letters of Administration. ol

Before Judge Curtis. C
Henry Rhctnberger, some time since, came to b;

his iioath it is allotted, through Injuries sustained In

by a defective elevator on the premises of Patrick p
Itlley. Malt was brought by his widow against Mr.
Klley for damages on account or her husband's u

death. It wus claimed that she could not bring the P
suit, as she took out letters of administration In r<

the city of New York, though her husband, at the Cl

time of his death, and she also resided In Brooklyn. a

It was farther contended that letters of adminlstrationshould have been taken out In Brooklyn, and a

that those taken out In New York, under authority 1
of which the suit was brought, were Invalid, the Mur- ai

rogate being without jurisdiction, as the husbund ,u
died in New York. The Court held that the objec- c<

tion was well taken, and ordered dismissal or the ai

complaint. *

SUPREME COURT.CHAIIERS. >«
01

Decisions. is

By Judge Barrett. '1

I.athrop vs. Godfrey et al..Tho defendants may P
take a commission U they desire it, but a stay of
the trial is denied. ct
The People ex rcl. W. II. Bell vs. Francis A. ..

Palmer..This order must stand.
Marsen vs. Nichols..Motion gTanted. Y
Kelly, Administrator, Ac., vs. The New York flail- Fi

road and Transportation Coranany..Same. M
Dennett vs. Dennett et ah.Motion denied, with r>«

|io costs. ta

SUPERIOR COURT-SPECIAL TERi. V
eelstons.

By Judge Harbour. w

Christy vt. Dolon..Motion granted. b
Jacobs vs. The Greenwich Insurance Company.. u

Order granted. h
Cohen vs. Lynch..order granted. p

By Judge Sedgwick. f
O'Brien vs. O'Nell..Motion granted as against t

Kosell by default; allowance R'JtiO, decided against t
de Oystaron t

in the Matter of Hotomon Jacobs..Mee Clerk at 'I
Special Term. \

By Judge Van Vorst. I
Harvey vs. The Rubber Tip Pencil Company.. J

Motion denied. * i

5
Bedell «. nittrleh..Case ordered to be filed.

By Judge Mouell.
Popham vs. Wilcox..Motion to continue Inactiongranted.

MARINE COURT-PART 2.
iw Oar Madiian Avenue Houses Are

Painted and Paid for.
Before Jadge Gross,

lharles Allen vs. Catherine Mears..Tlin plaintia
i?d the defendant to recover the sum of $ii40 for
vices rendered and materials famished in the
lntlng of the defendant's house In Madison avee,
rhe suit originated on the following facts:.In
peared that tho plalntirr purchased the interest
d stock of a paint siiop belonging to a man
nned Frank Bird, who, for nine years, did palntgfor the defendant. Shortly after the purchase
Bird's paint shop by the plaintiff the defendant
nt lor Bird to perform some painting. Bird, who,
appeared, was doing job work for plaintiff, called
>ou the defendant and undertook to perform tne
rvlces, without iulormiug her that he was an
nployC of the plaintiff and was to do them
rough him. Tho services were rendered (the
aintiff having turntshed the men and materials),
ul some monev natd oil account to Itlnl who w:is

igaged upoD tlie job, with others, which
[loitnt was handed over to the plaintiff. In the
untune a mecUunlcs' Ilea was tiled against
rd by some Of his creditors, and the defendant
ts notified to appear in court and testify as to
o amount of her Indebtedness to lum. Sue did
pear, and gave testimony as to the amount sho
Might she owed him, and tire Court ordered her
apply the amount to the satisfaction of the lien,
iloh she did. it appeared, though, that the plain'notified her of her indebtedness to him by preitinga memorandum of the services rendered
d the materials furnished on painting her boose,
t which notice she did not acknowledge, mulnnlngthat she did uot employ the plaintiff. The
urt charged the jury that should they find the
irk was performed by the plaintiff, through lus
;ent, the plaintiff was entitled to a verdict. Verctfor plaintiff. For plaintiff, David MeAdam; for
ifendant, William l£. Judge.

MARINE COURT.CHAMBERS.
Decisions.

By Judge Tracy.
Lindsay vs. McNlen..Motion to strike out an*
irer as sham denied.
Curreen vs. Symons..Motion to vacate order deed.
Jacobs vs. Sherman..Motion granted.
Farau vs. Smith..Defendant may amend his anfnr.

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS.
Before Judge Sutherland.

Before any case had been presented to the Jury
h torday in this Court counsel for prisoners in a
iraher of cases urgently moved for a postpone>ntof the trials. Assistant District Attorney
issell politely but firmly resisted each application
iless the counsel could show by affidavits the marlalttyof the testimony of the alleged absent wit[lis

Honor, the City Judge, In refusing to grant
ese applications, intimated that in his adminisitionor justice, while he would give accused
rsons every chance to establish their Innocence,
should feel it to be his duty to sustain the District
torney and his assistants In tliclr efforts to exditethe disposition of the trial of criminal casus
this Court. Heretofore witnesses have been
rapelled by the summons of the Court to attend
y after day on the trials of prisoners whose cases
ire frequently postponed upon the tlimsy prextsof counsel, and in numerous instances the
tncHses for the prosecution being discouraged,
e criminals escaped punishment. Under tho
w rtgiine this abuse is going to be remedied in
e future.
Urged Bobbery.The Prisoner Pleiads
Gnltty to Larceny from the Person.

Most of the day was spent in the trial of an In*
ctment for robbery preferred against George W.
llllanis, who was cliarged with being in cornicitywith others In assaulting John M. lluyes on

e' afternoon or tlio amh or October, while in a

inking saloon at the corner or Thirtieth street
id Sixth avenue. Ho was beaten and robbed or a
itch worth .f25. The prisoner was arrested the
uio evening in a saloon near by the scene or the
bbery, and Ident ified >y Hayes as one ot the party,
though he could not swear that he participated
yslcally in the robbery. The accused, when cxatnedin Ids own heliair, admitted that he was

ere, and that the young men who had an altercamwith Hayes were acquaintances ot ins, but de-*
ed thai there was any preconcert ot action l»oreenliuu and tlicni to rob the complainant.
The rather or the accused, a resident ot Bridge>rt.Conn., and Judge l.ockwood, his brother-in.
w, testified to having sworn the complainant
ayes, wlio went to Bridgeport as head waiter in
te City Hotel, to an allhUvit, wherein lie suited
mt Williams took no part in the uttack. Alter
liberating lor some hours the jury were called

ito Court iute in the eveniug and stated they were
sable to agree. Eleven were for conviction and
io for act|iiittal.
Mr. Russell consented to take a plea of guilty of
itty larceny from the person, which the prisoner,
rough his counsel, Mr. MeCleliuud, tendered.
His Honor sentenced him to the State Prison for
,e years. Acquittals.
Frederick H. Pinkie, charged with perpetrating a

lonious assault upon Frederick Ihiurlen, on New
ear's night, opposite his lager beer saloon, in Wilitnstreet, by striking him with a club on the
md, satisfactorily proved to the jury that he was
isaulted by the complainant, and. without leaving
lelr seats, they rendered a verdict of notgnilty.
William Blair was tried upon an indictment
larging liim witli being concerned witli another
irty in stealing a watch from Michael J. Smith, at
ic corner of spring and Sullivan streets, on Sunfly,the 15th of December. The defendant proved
i witnesses who saw the occlirreiice that Blair
as not there, and having established a good charterby ids employer, a boiler manufacturer, the
iry rendered a verdict ol not guilty without leavigtheir seats.

Petty bsrreny.
Catharine Buchanan, charged wBh stealing a
ocketbuok containing $6 from Jacob Canter,
loniid o-ulllv to nettv larrenv. and was sent io
jo Peultcutlury lor six months.

COURT CALENDARS.THIS DAT.
spi'keme Court.Circuit.Part f.Held by Judge
anchor..Noh. 931, 1059, 142.3. 709, 1281, 777J^, 78.'!,
17, 789, 791, 795, 809, Nil, 813, 819, 823 »£, 825. 827,
!9. Part 2.Held by Judge Van Brunt..Case on.
Supreme Cocjht.General Term.Held by Judges
igruham, Uradv and learned..Xoa. 150, 158, 158,
i9, 100, 101, 182, 18.3, 184, 165. 166, 187. 188, 109, 171,
!fl, 172, 173, 174, 175. 178, 177, 178, 179, 180.
superior Court.Trial Term.Part l.field by
Idge Curtis..Nop. 1349, 18S5, 1903, 1457, 1815, 1899,
3, 143.5, 12.11, 631, 959. 1085, 1105, 1753. Part 2.
eld by Judge Precdinnn.- Nos. 834, 1480, 1256,
84. 1380, 1140, 234, 1400, 1380, 1158, 1000, 1008, 1012,
14. 1010.

COURT OF APPEALS CALENDAR.
Albany, N. Y., Jan. 15, 1873.

The calendar of the CominlHalon of Appea's for
hursday, January 16, Ih as lollows:.89, 90. 90',,
I, 306. 324, 17, 48, 50, 01. 06, 79. 16, 29, 32. The
uurt will opeu at ten o'clock A. M.

rNITED STATES SUPREME COURT.

Washington, Jan. 16, 1873.
No. 90. Kcnnlcott et al. vs. Board of Supervisors

r Wayne County, Illinois.Appeal from the Circuit
onrt for the Southern District..This bill was Died

V the appellants, claiming to be holders of certain
onds Issued by the Mount Vernon Hallrond Cowany,to foreclose a mortgage alleged to have been
xacuted by the county upon loo,ooo acres oi swamp
nu overflowed lands oi the county, to secure the
aymen t ol the bonds. The deience was ' hat the
>ad dla not run through the county, nor did it
atinect with any road running through the county,
ad that such a roud or a road so conceding was
le only ground upon which the county was
uthort/.ed to assist In railroad construction,
he Court below sustained the defence,
ad the case Is brought here, the appelintainsisting that the Court erred in Its

..-' ' .ituiiifo and thof in
insiruciiuu 01 mo. *

ny case a negotiable security of a corporation
hich, upon its face, appears to have been tluly
sued and in conformity with the provisions of
iw, is valid in the hands of bona ./Ids holders withinnotice or its illegal issue, though such he the
ict. Hcates, McClemand and Goodwin lor appelnts;Kobiuson, Freetuan and Knapp for ap
sllecs.
No. loo. Morgan vs. Parham.Error to the CirlttCourt for Alabama..This was an action of
espass brought by Morgan, a citizen of New
ork, for the seizure and doteution of the steamer
rancla, owned by him, by Partiam, a collector of
obile. The defendant JnstiBed the art as
ring In tbe discharge of his duties as
iX collector, there being due on this
id other steamers owned by Morgan about
7,000. It la bere claimed that the tax is a duty on

muage, and as such it is prohibited by the federal
institution as being a regulation or commerce,
hich power is exclusively with Congress. It Is
esldes said that if the Stnte law imposing the tax
i held constitatlonal as dxlngatax on property
aving Its gitrm within the city limits, still this
ruperty Is nut liable for its position at the wbarl
or temporary purposes and dues not bring It within
he terms of tbe statute. The relation of the boat
o the city was that of contact only, as one of the
crmlnl in the promotion oi the owner's business,
rhe steamer did not so abide wliliin the city as t«

jerome Incorporated jvitn aud iorin a Dart of us

terminal property, and ft was 'therefore besom I turn
urlsdictlon of the Court. P. I'lulllpps far pisiu'-M
n error: C. F. Moultou for defendant. -


